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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 96-1411

LI NE L. THRONE,
Petitioner,

vVer sus

NEWPORT NEWS SHI PBUI LDI NG AND DRY DOCK COw
PANY; APPLI ED CONSTRUCTI ON, | NCORPORATED; S. G
BROWN, | NCORPORATED; UNI VERSAL MARI NE, | NCOR-
PORATED;, UNI TED STATES FI DELI TY AND GUARANTY
COMPANY; ITT HARTFORD;, COWVMERCI AL UNI ON
| NSURANCE COVPANY,

Respondent s.

On Petition for Review of an Order of the Benefits Revi ew Board.
(96-440)

Submi tted: August 15, 1996 Deci ded: August 27, 1996

Bef ore MJURNAGHAN and ERVIN, G rcuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Senior
Circuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Line L. Throne, Petitioner Pro Se. Lawrence Philip Postol,
SEYFARTH, SHAW FAI RAEATHER & GERALDSON, Washi ngton, D.C.; Gerard
E. W Voyer, TAYLOR & WALKER, P.C., Norfolk, Virginia; Philip John
I nfanti no, PENDER & COMRD, Virgini a Beach, Virginia; Steven Harol d
Thei sen, M DKI FF & H NER, P.C., Richnond, Virginia, for Appell ees.




Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Appel | ant seeks revi ewof the Benefits Revi ewBoard' s deci si on
and order dism ssing his appeal of the adm nistrative | aw judge's
deni al of asbestosis benefits pursuant to 33 U. S.C. A. 88 901-950.
(West 1986 & Supp. 1996). Qur review of the record discl oses that
the Board's decision is based upon substantial evidence and is
W t hout reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning

of the Board. Throne v. Newport News Shi pbuil di ng and Dry Dock Co.,

No. 96-440 (B.R B., Feb. 29, 1996). W di spense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contenti ons are adequately presented in
the material s before the court and argunent woul d not ai d t he deci -

si onal process.
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